challenge for contemporary opinion researchers is how to manage information overload and combine multiple data sources.
Although we have no way of knowing how public opinion research will unfold in the next 25 years, we suspect it will look fairly different than it does today. This possibility is exactly why a 75th-anniversary issue seemed important. We want to ensure a careful recording of how we arrived at the current state of opinion research, the issues being debated today, and the current perspectives on what the future may hold. Doing so guarantees some documentation of the intellectual evolution of the field and provides context to how public opinion researchers operate at this point in time (context that may be long forgotten 25 years from now).
With these motivations in mind, we solicited three types of papers for this issue. The issue begins with a series of retrospectives by previous editors of the journal. We asked former editors, including Eleanor Singer, Howard Schuman, Stanley Presser, Vince Price, and Peter Miller, to discuss the critical issues and challenges faced during their editorial terms. These essays are followed by Robert GrovesÕs essay on the current state of the field. He reflects on the phases of public opinion research and where it may go in the future. Finally, we asked prominent scholars to write topical essays on what we view as the key areas of opinion research, both substantive and methodological. The authors discuss current challenges and future prospects on communication and public opinion (Diana Mutz and Lori Young), elections (D. Sunshine Hillygus), public opinion and democracy (Robert Shapiro), sampling (Michael Brick), survey mode (Mick Couper), and questionnaire design (Nora Cate Schaeffer and Jennifer Dykema). Although these articles look forward, they provide valuable reflections of the development of public opinion and survey methodology research.
Eleanor Singer concluded her introduction to the 50th-anniversary issue by asking whether POQ would exist 50 years later-she stated, ''if I had to bet, IÕd give odds on survival.'' At the halfway point, we still think survival is a good bet, but what the journal and field will look like in 2037 is anyoneÕs guess. James N. Druckman Nancy A. Mathiowetz
